Abstract: Considering the impact of religiosity on the perceptions regarding life quality, in this 12 paper we focus on the effects of the appurtenance to a religion on the standard of living in several 
Introduction

27
Even though participation in religious services and belief in God overall have been on the 
50
including Sweden, the United Kingdom and Czech Republic.
51
Even if for many decades, wealth and religion were not compatible, the necessity to gain money 52 for a better living standard seems to not be correlated religious views (Sansi Roca, 2007) .
53
The recent survey of WIN/Gallup International (2017) carried out in 68 countries of the world 54 revealed that 6 out of 10 people are religious, while less of 25% of people think they are non-religious 55 and 9% are atheists. The data from this survey indicated that religiosity is decreasing while 56 education and income levels of the interviewed are increasing. In case of people with low income,
57
66% stated they are religious, while only 50% of people with high income are religious. 83% of the 58 interviewees with low education level strongly believe in God, while only 49% of highly educated 
63
The U.S. is considered an outlier in the religious views of wealthy nations. Around 80% of the
64
American people believe in God and almost 25% of them benefit from religious services once a week.
65
In the U.S., even the market is more open to religion. This particular status of the U.S. might be 66 explained by social and economic inequalities.
67
In a previous study, the effects of religiosity on life quality and standard of living were 
80
Taking into account all of the conclusions reached in the studies mentioned above, we find it 81 reasonable to summarize in one research the empirical data gathered in several, rather diverse, 82 countries. We intentionally grouped together four countries with quite similar socioeconomic and 83 political challenges but different in terms of cultural specificity and religious situation. Using such a 84 cross-cultural study we aim to prove, inter alia, that the impacts of religiosity on humans' attitudes, 3 of 16 perceptions and behaviors are not affiliation-specific. Moreover, the cross-cultural approach in this 86 particular case helps to prove that there are much larger differences between being religious and 87 being atheist, rather than between a Muslim and a Christian (both without specifying).
88
Research aims & questions
89
The main aim of this paper is to evaluate the impact of religion on people ' 
95
Since the sample gathered here is very much diverse geographically, culturally and religiously,
96
we find it nearly impossible to pose exact and specific hypotheses that would be equally relevant for 97 all four developing countries in question. However, as the opening remarks to keep in mind while
98
analyzing the data below we suggest the following preliminary research questions:
99
-Is there a direct correlation between religiosity (not specifying the confession affiliation)
100
and marital/family status of the respondents?
101
-Is there an obvious gender trend between being religious and being atheist? 
106
Further in the text, the paper provides a detailed presentation of the methodology and results.
107
The last part of the paper brings comments about the obtained results comparting them with the 108 previous studies from literature. 
116
demographics dynamics and other important social parameters). Number of the respondents on 117 each territory was 500 people, all respondents were citizens of the related countries. The random 118 selection method was used to get the sample of the respondents aged between 18 and 39. We are 119 fully aware of the fact that excluding the respondents of 39+ y.o. might be one of the serious 120 limitations in our study, however, it was our intention to gather the data on the most active social 121 and economic groups within these four developing economies. Moreover, three out of four countries 122 in question are relatively young independent countries, which means their older citizens, most 123 probably, would be the carriers of previous, rather colonial mindset.
124
The quantitative data obtained was further analyzed using SPSS package and also partially
125
NVivo. 
141
Therefore, we can most confidently state that the sample used in this study is truly 
174
The following questions were related to the degree of satisfaction regarding various aspects of 
182
We also have some demographic questions regarding: 
187
-environment (rural/urban).
189
Methodology used for data analysis
190
The proper methods used in this research refer to tables for summarizing the information, 
194
The chi-square test is commonly used to compare observed data with expected data that we would 195 obtain according to a certain hypothesis. This test always checks the null hypothesis that states there 196 is no significant difference between the expected value and the observed result.
197
The chi-square statistic is calculated according to the following formula:
The chi-square statistic is the sum of the squared difference between the observed value (o) and the 200 expected one (e) (or the squared deviation) over the expected data for all possible categories.
201
Pearson's chi-squared test is applied to sets of categorical data to assess how likely it is that an 202 observed difference between the data sets arose by chance. It is recommended for unpaired data 203 from large samples. It is one of the most often used tests of the chi-squared tests. 
223
The regressand takes values from 0 to 1 while the independent one (denoted by X) takes real 224 values; p represents the probability for a case to fall in a certain category. The odds ratio associated 225 to a certain event, which is the likelihood ratio, is computed as p/(1-p). The log of the odds ratio (OR)
226
has the following formula:
The objective is to estimate the parameters .
229
represents the error.
230
The p is computed as: = . The estimators are denoted as: .
231
If the odds ratio (OR) is one, then if X increases by a unit, then the odds remain the same.
232
This means that X does not affect the dependent variable Y.
233
If 
250
In case the multinomial logit is utilized for choices modeling, it considers the assumption of 251 independence of irrelevant alternatives. This hypothesis shows that the odds of preferring one 252 group over another are independent of the presence or absence of the other "irrelevant" alternatives.
253
Exp(B) is the exponentiation of the B coefficient. It represents the odds ratio. 
262
As expected, most of the people in the sample are Muslim Sunni (28.8% of the people in the 263 sample). 22.3% of the people in the sample are Orthodox of various types, as we can observe from 264 
291
As we can observe from 
305
312
The chi-square was applied to check if they are any significant relationships between religion 
341
In case of a person that believes in God, the chances to get much worse in terms of standard of 342 living are by 5.87% lower compared to an atheist while the chances to get worse decrease by 6.07%.
343
A religious person has by more than 2 times more chances to get better and by 4 times more chances 
379
The effects of religion on well-being made have been considered by many studies too 
391
These authors also proved that religion has its important role in individual well-being.
393 394
Conclusion
396
Summarizing our cross-cultural study, we might conclude that most of the people in the 397 analyzed developing countries believe in God and they are more optimistic in terms of satisfaction
398
with life and improvements in standards of living as compared to atheists in the same countries.
399
Moreover, there are differences between people's religiosity on the one hand and their gender and
